Iconicity is the non-arbitrary relation between properties of a phonological form and semantic content (e.g. "moo", "splash"). It is a common feature of both spoken and signed languages, and recent evidence shows that iconic forms confer an advantage during word learning. We explored whether iconic forms conferred a processing advantage for 13 individuals with aphasia following left-hemisphere stroke. Iconic and control words were compared in four different tasks: repetition, reading aloud, auditory lexical decision and visual lexical decision. An advantage for iconic words was seen for some individuals in all tasks, with consistent group effects emerging in reading aloud and auditory lexical decision. Both these tasks rely on mapping between semantics and phonology. We conclude that iconicity aids spoken word processing for individuals with aphasia. This advantage is due to a stronger connection between semantic information and phonological forms.
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Introduction
The purpose of communication is to convey meaningful messages. Human language systems achieve this by associations between linguistic forms (spoken or signed words) and meanings (aspects of experience) (Ramscar et al., 2010) . The mapping from linguistic forms to meaning during comprehension, and from intended meaning to linguistic forms in production, is carried out effortlessly and very efficiently. This is despite the presence of arbitrariness, the fact that the linguistic form does not provide direct cues to meaning in such a mapping.
Arbitrariness of the mapping between form and meaning has been long argued to be a foundational feature of human language systems (de Saussure, 1916; Miller and Johnson-Laird, 1976) . There is nothing inherent in the sound form "cat" that cues the meaning cat: a fluffy, four-legged predatory household pet with whiskers, night vision and a long tail. Form-meaning mappings arise from convention and, except for historical precedent, it could just as easily have been the sound "dog" that cues the meaning cat. Arbitrariness in the mapping has been argued to be one key aspect of the referential problem in word learning (Ramscar et al., 2010 ) -how does a child learn linguistic symbols, mapping objects and events in their environment to an arbitrary word form?
Neurobiological models of language uphold the separation between form and meaning, with phonological and conceptual/semantic systems supported by largely separate brain networks (Price, 2012; Binder et al., 2009 ). For adults, word finding difficulties are one of the most ubiquitous complaints both of ageing adults (Burke and Shafto, 2008) and those with acquired damage to language networks (Shewan and Kertesz, 1980) . One reason for this may be that during production a unique phonological form has to be retrieved (e.g. Levelt, 1992) ; the arbitrary connection from semantics to phonology may be one reason why word retrieval is so sensitive to changes in the efficiency of language processing.
However, form-meanings mappings are not always arbitrary. Iconic relationships between form and meaning are widespread in both spoken and signed languages (Perniss et al., 2010; Schmidtke et al., 2014) . Iconicity refers to there being a non-arbitrary resemblance between the signifier (the word) and what is being signified (the concept) (Fischer and Nänny, 1999) . For signed languages, iconicity is ubiquitous at lexical and sentential levels (Taub, 2001) . At lexical levels, it describes the presence of an imagistic relationship between some manual and non-manual properties of the form (mouth, face and signer's body) and visual and motoric characteristics of what is being signed (Perniss et al., 2010) . For example, the British Sign Language (BSL) sign BELT incorporates the action of putting a belt around the waist using a "C" handshape with both hands (Thompson et al., 2010 
